4<$                              EUROPEAN CIVILIZATION
padenda^ qua ante Germania permanent, eodem victu et cultu corpons utuntur.
In contrast to the Gauls, therefore, the German peoples led a hard and poverty-
stricken existence.1 It was their simple and strict mode of life which was supposed
to give them their superiority over the Gauls; by the sweat of their brows they
wrested a scanty livelihood from the soil! Caesar would hardly have written thus
if the majority of free Germans were lazy and idle, living only on their rents.
Only a thoroughly virile and capable people could have conquered the world
at the end of the Roman period.2
Finally, another of Cesar's remarks also deserves attention, in which he
gives the motives which in his opinion led to the peculiarities of German
agrarian economy.3 He says that the leaders of the people tried by this means to
hinder the stronger men from seeking to extend their property and to drive the
less important out of theirs. At the same time, the idea of equality would be
preserved in the lower ranks, if each man saw himself placed on an equal footing
with the mightiest Does not this indicate that the aim of German agrarian and
social policy was the limitation of those great estates (Grundherrsckafteri) which
Wittich would represent as the general rule ? Estates of this type were certainly
already in existence in Germany in the time of Tacitus, but they were not numerous.
The words of Tacitus himself are against the theory. He says that the description
of idleness does not apply to all common freemen; only the bravest and most
warlike could afford such a mode of life in time of peace (fortissimus quisque ac
lellicosissimus nihil agens). These were obviously the leaders, who on account
of their fame had more land, since it was allotted secwdum dignationem. They
were the real landlords. This interpretation is supported by a statement in the
same chapter (15) that it was customary for each man to bring of his own free will
presents of cattle and crops to the chiefs (or leaders) and these, though accepted
as an honourable gift, would also provide the necessities of life.
The development of manorial conditions must have been furthered by the
whole public and constitutional system of the Germans. The warlike and military
nature of this early system has been of late more strongly emphasized by various
scholars. The numerous wars, the military service which was regarded as the
most important and honourable activity of freemen, took them away from farming
and made it necessary for this to be done by others. War gave an opportunity
of winning fame and distinction, of forming a following, and of maintaining by
its help a superior position in times of peace. Tacitus especially emphasizes
this side of German social development: the existence of the following, or
comitatus, seems to him its most striking characteristic (Chapter 13). But must this
not have influenced economic development also ? Too little attention would
appear to have been hitherto paid to it in the economic history of the early German
period. It must have affected settlement too, for it was obviously to the advantage
of both leader and folloTers to live together, or near one another. The latter
received military equipment and economic support from their leader as payment
for their services. If his followers were always near him, and if, as Tacitus relates
(Chapter 14), they received rich presents from him, chiefly for military purposes,
the continuance of this relationship might lead to their being maintained, if not
in the lord's house, at any rate on his land, where they settled. Their personal
1 See Tacitus, Germania, c. 28.
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